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rants, and tender congratulations if you will to ourselves also. I hope that you,
after having listened to everything that might be said against this resolution, pass
it unanimously and heartily." -(Applause).
Dr. ANSARI seconded the resolution in Urdu. His first remark, that freedom
was never won by such ~utrages, roused a protest from certain sections in the
pandal, while little red flags were waved from one enclosure along with shouts
of protest ^This enclosure was occupied by s udems for two hundred of whom
the Reception Committee had issued tickets. Dr. Ansari retorted : "Even those
who are waving the red flag should remember that Communist people do not believe
in individual violence, but believe in mass violence (applause). So, even the
Communist creed does not permit such an outrage (some voices : no no). Let me
emphasise that India's whole histoty and culture is against this cowardly outrages
(applause). I hope you will not say one thing and do another. The world will
trust you. On the other hand consider the resolution coob., and adopt this right-
eous course" (applause).
Swami GOVINDANANDA opposing the resolution said that the creed of non-
violence should not be forced on those who were not Congressmen and believed in
different means to achieve the freedom of the country. The Congress should not
therefore condemn those who did not believe in the Congress creed. It was very
difficult to-day to say which party was serving the country better. The time for
pronouncing any judgment would be when India was free. He further deplored
that while the resolution condemned the outrage it did not say a word against the
Government for having arrested several innocent young men at Lahore who had no-
thing to do with the outrage.
Dr. ALAM, opposing, appealed to the delegates not to vote out of regard for any
personality. A new era was dawning and so they should see that their vote followed
the dictates of conscience. It had been said that the non-violent method was the best
Indeed, if that was not to be so he himself would not have followed it for ten years.
The question however was not whether the method of violence or non-violence
was to be preferred. The later was indeed preferable, but that had nothing to
do with the present resolution. The resolution was unimportant, improper and harm-
ful,.and hence needed rejection. Where was the need of repeating the declara-
tion of belief in non-violence ? Was it du^ to their having lost faith in their
belief in non-violence ? By such resolutions, the hands of the administration
were strengthened, so that several innocent persons were harrassed. Again, did
the administration at all express any grief at the death of Lalaji which hid been
medically declared to have been precipitated by the beating by the police officials.
Indeed, the Government had not even agreed to hold any enquiry into the affair in
spite of his efforts in the Council.
Mr. Abdur RAHAMAN, supporting- the resolution, said that he honoured every one
who worked for the cause of the country, yet, as the perpetrator of the outrage in ques-
tion had gone against the Congress creed, it was the duty of the Congress to maintain
its dignity by passing this resolution. He therefore supported the resolution. (Cries of
"Sit down. Go back**). Concluding, the speaker^said that if any one of those who made
such cries and considered himself capable of leading the country in place of
Gandhiji would come forward to lead them, then the speaker would oppose the
resolution.
Mr. RAJA declared that the resolution was contrary to the anti-Imperialist otrtloofc
of the Congress. What mattered it to them whether th« bomb hit the Viceroy
or any other ?
Mr. Purushotamdas TANDON did not agree that the bomb thrower was a coward,
for he played upon his life. The question was whether such brave acts were in the
country's interest He felt that the resolution was truthful, and also politically
expedient
Baba Gurdit SINGH of "Komagata Mara" fame felt that by this resolution they
were deceiving Englishmen, and provoking young men to greater acts of violence.
Even old men, he thought, did not dislike such outrages, but also did not like to see
young men go to the gallows. He asked, if a man had a right to do Hijarat to another

